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Attorney Docket No. 740388-20 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFTICE 
BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 



In re Patent Application of: 
Lawrence P. Glaso- 
Application Serial No.: 09/270,710 
Filed: Mareh 16, 1999 

For: METHOD OF EMBEDDED 
ADVERTISEMENT IN 
COMMUNICATION 



) Confirmation No.: 2842 
) 

) Examiner: Porter, Rachel L. 

) Group Art Unit: 3626 

) July 3 1,2005 
) 



> 



r haelv cert ay unt Bds ccrropondencc is bring lhc»^ 




•273^M0 00 Jnly 3 1. 2006. 



MicbeOe Duvan 



REPLY nm iTv 



Mail Stop Appeal B^ef- Patenix 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir: 



2005. 



This Reply Brief is submitted in response to the Examiner's Answer dated May 31. 



in the Examiner's Answer, there is no new rejection, and the Examiner's arguments 
are a repeat fiom previous rejections. In response. Applicant respectfully emphasize the 
following arguments submitted in the Appeal Brief and request the Appeal Brief be reinstated 
and mipartially reviewed by the Board. 

With respect to the obviousness rejection of claim 1 over Goldschmitt and Bezos the 
Examiner continues to assert that Bezos teaches the step of embedding an advertisement 
w.thm a communication or associating at least one pre-selected advertisement with the 
commumcation with the data system of the sending party. In response. Appellant 
respectfully submits that the Examiner foiled to consider the teaching of Bezos in its entirety 
and failed to establish uprima/acie case of obviousness. 

As submitted in the Appeal Brief, Bezos discloses a software system and method for 

I0067I5I.I 
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or „«„„rtc. of .^v. business pa^e.. ,„ ^ „^„^^f 

doeuments, e-mail newsleReK. etc) am indudc *. , ■.. '^"^H 

— - oo speoi^c s„„ zt Tjrz:!"^ 

and a statement 606 directiv related f« fh^ j ^ 
Appellmfscommunieuionandpre-seleetedadvenisement 

as«»i j°„;!rj™:r -"■^ •» -■■^S. ..oes .eseb «.e 

-~^f ^ve^e.« „ , ™iea«™ .on.^^ ^ 

rrr: T t ~ ^^"-•■^ --^ •» 

the product and its refenring associate. "«iuiy 

.20. as *„wn „ P,^ « „f ^ m ■ »ftwa« s,s». L .o«^ 

^b,^ an sales m^C^ „ ^« ^ ^, 

oooper^ion »«>. Web si.es » ,^ * 

Pa«.«.^ed „ as "assoeia.es." ^e <^ l.,pe.i.k of Be^ i^ , 

™c«„„^ssio„ro6™„,heimdaUstrt.grcp^by.kerefe^bype,J 

Fwae,, ae inveaaon of Bezos, as by Exa^ner. «^,es an 

ftr°: r°" «.e ■•e^o.er,- .^socia^. a«. «.e Whao," an. Zs^^: 
««« w^eh «^,.s *e business paradi^ ,„ is .ei™. h,per«nk ^ 
^ «» .fe^i K^^n, o, ..e exis.e„oe of «,e -„,e^an... .He s^n or pr^s o, 
would .01 wo*. In oon-binin, Be^s wiO. OoICsebn.^, U,e E:„^ner esse.«a.l. 
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«>pcrl,nl( of B.ZOS. In other wokIs. dM BumiBer faiW w «,Dsider th« ,1, -.■ , 

>^^,^s^>^^ ^ ^.^vLT^^o" ZZt 

Furti»r. „ p,«.„«d to U« Appeal Brief, fte Ex^maer-s numerous cb^ „f 
u..ap-«.Uoo Of wkea^ ,he hyperHok of Bc^„s co„.«.„., ^ ^Z^^ 

March 10, 2005 to effect their enUy. Bv the aHHifior, a 

A n . , ^ addition of dq>endent claims 25 and 26 

mv*. u,e I,oc«„. orcUta Diffe™«..on . ^«iu^ ^ 
^^J^^,^ of AppelUu... ^.taea toven«„. from i^ert^k of 

c.«u 1 .od 20. respecavely. ru o*er wort, .ep^^^g .ke f«,ure wherein 

« oo. tan^ve, „ aaverti^meu, wWch i, tahe^, 4.^ ^ ^ 

rn^on Of refer., ,^,^1 of Bezo.. Appeltau, r^pecAlty «se,„ tt». «.e« « 
^ <h«m«,„. between . ^ „ ,^e,<i»«ue« disclosed or susge,«d by Bezos 

ot,rb.^"'' •^-^"-■er-^^u.cnbe™ .dv««s«ue™ is 

Wift «^ to toe r^ection of elaiu, 20, „ previously submittal to tf,e Appcd Brief 
d. comb„,uomiui wid, Gold^hn.. ^ Bezos is improper. E^mtoer esserred' 
^ ^ VC»1 being .«ached ,0 en e-mail message as disdos«. in Uomini ^.compasses 
AH.^.a«s olam^ step of modi^g fl« info„^„„ stored ™«u. d« signage file ,0 
mcWe „ adverriseme... However, Appeta. disagree for a. leas. «^ reasons: Pi,^ 
Oo dsctan speclfloally toaehes edvertisemem to an deCronio maU is done 

^d,o„. mtorfering wid, d» in,egri.y of fl.e message dam oon«ined wid. fl,e ete«r„„io mail 
7b«.fon=, i, would be conlrary to toacwng Of u,e prim^ ^ 
mod,iy fl,e mfonnatton stored wittun d« signanir. file to include at least one advertisement. 
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as recited in Appellant's claim 20. Second XJ^^<^- * u 

adv«i.«cnt as recited taddm 20. TWrf d,evC«dofl, "^"^ " 

As s^bnMcd m .he Ajped Briet the «nto 20 a«I email senrer 18 of r.„,J 7 

~ Vo,.^.he,eea.ee^,..e.e.„,.^"'sr: r^ttT^ 

^oT t.^^ center 20 a.^ e^ 

perf«^ tie steps ™„ed Appe.>a«.s pe«B„g ehum 24. As disclosed in Fi<^ , pa^ » 
- Pa^ 9. 2. o„,ds<«« ..aches .ha, . ^ ^ .2 I C • ' 

*.ed a. ce^e, 18 ™,a user 20 accesses it When ..er 20 cotnn^ .» ^ ^ Jj^" 
the cceter 18 ftc appends an adverSsemeM. if any «, fl,e ™«« . 
message w user 20. ' " ""y- ■» -nKsage and ftansmiB fte 

GoHs rt"" " of fi« c-m.il in *e invent „f 

G„Ms*nu.. .„p„„,ed^noehcicehu..ohaveen«il ^ivertUcmen. appends. .0 t^I 
manages and d„ s„hs«-h« of «nai, n,«sa«in« have no con*c, o JI 

z"^"^""^"^- ceofrdsi,: 

rli!^l " indiscrin-in..,, is 

CTIT: e! • "^o^on 

wa. an adver.s«ne« in . p,in.-to.,»in. advertsemen. nteUiod which is highly 
P-onal because S» sender has connol .ver a4v««sen.en.s and Oieir reeipien... is in 
-a pres«,.ly cl..n,ed i„vcn«o„. U« sender has con..ol of *e adver«sen,enl.„ he sen. Z . 

over wha, type of adv««en.«,. and who should r«»ive a.e adverdsemen.. 
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Respectfully submittedj 



Donald R, Studebaker 
Registration No. 32,815 



NDCON PEABODY LLP 
401 Nintfi Street, N.W 
Suite 900 

Washington, D.C. 20004 
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